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Geriatric assessment general elderly people
 Tulloch 1979              34/145             26/150           1·35 (0·86–2·14)        

 Sorensen 1988            421/725            482/777           0·94 (0·86–1·02)        

 Hendriksen 1984          138/285            148/287           0·94 (0·80–1·11)        

 Carpenter 1990           144/272             98/267           1·44 (1·19–1·75)        

 Fabacher 1994             22/131             23/123           0·90 (0·53–1·53)        

 Stuck 1995                99/215             93/199           0·99 (0·80–1·21)        

 van Rossum 1993          121/292            133/288           0·90 (0·75–1·08)        

 Jitapunkl 1998            16/80              18/80            0·89 (0·49–1·62)        

 By les 2004               387/942            279/627           0·92 (0·82–1·04)        

Subtotal (95% CI) 3087               2798     0·98 (0·92–1·03)

Total ev ents: 1382 (Intervention), 1300 (Control)
Test for heterogeneity: χ² = 20·72, df = 8 (P = 0·008), I² = 61·4%
Test for overall effect: Z = 0·85 (P = 0·40)

Geriatric assessment f rail elderly people
 Zimmer 1985               24/82              25/76            0·89 (0·56–1·42)        

 Williams 1987             19/58              18/59            1·07 (0·63–1·83)        

 Epstein 1990              46/185             54/205           0·94 (0·67–1·33)        

 Hebert 2001                4/250              6/253            0·67 (0·19–2·36)        

 Sommers 2000             191/280            198/263           0·91 (0·82–1·01)        

 Engelhardt 1996           31/80              42/80            0·74 (0·52–1·04)        

 Bernabei 1998             36/99              51/100           0·71 (0·52–0·99)        

 Coleman 1999              35/96              25/73            1·06 (0·70–1·61)        

 Lev eille 1998             13/101             22/100           0·59 (0·31–1·10)        

 Gill 2002                 21/94              34/94            0·62 (0·39–0·98)        

 Newcomer 2004            334/1537           357/1542          0·94 (0·82–1·07)        

 Stewart 2005              39/160             30/161           1·31 (0·86–2·00)        

Subtotal (95% CI) 3022               3006     0·90 (0·84–0·98)

Total ev ents: 793 (Intervention), 862 (Control)
Test for heterogeneity: χ² = 12·36, df = 11 (P = 0·34), I² = 11·0%
Test for overall effect: Z = 2·60 (P = 0·009)

Community -based care af ter hospital discharge
 Ford 1971                 95/150             76/150           1·25 (1·02–1·53)        

 Townsend 1988            176/464            173/439           0·96 (0·82–1·13)        

 Hansen 1992              100/199            103/205           1·00 (0·82–1·21)        

 Melin 1992                51/150             32/99            1·05 (0·73–1·51)        

 Martin 1994               14/29              16/25            0·75 (0·47–1·22)        

 Burns 2000                44/60              49/68            1·02 (0·82–1·26)        

 Dunn 1994                 40/102             43/102           0·93 (0·67–1·30)        

 Hansen 1995               42/96              62/97            0·68 (0·52–0·90)        

 Nay lor 1999               36/177             69/186           0·55 (0·39–0·78)        

 Trentini 2001             34/79              29/73            1·08 (0·74–1·58)        

 Tinetti 1999              15/148             18/156           0·88 (0·46–1·68)        

 Hughes 2000              600/981            624/985           0·97 (0·90–1·03)        

 Nikolaus 1999             43/181             43/179           0·99 (0·68–1·43)        

 Caplan 2004              164/369            201/369           0·82 (0·70–0·95)        

 Cunlif f e 2004            102/185             90/185           1·13 (0·93–1·38)        

Subtotal (95% CI) 3370               3318     0·95 (0·90–0·99)

Total ev ents: 1556 (Intervention), 1628 (Control)
Test for heterogeneity: χ² = 32·53, df = 14 (P = 0·003), I² = 57·0%
Test for overall effect: Z = 2·26 (P = 0·02)

Fall prevention
 Tinetti 1994              32/153             36/148           0·86 (0·57–1·31)        

 Hogan 2001                 5/79               6/84            0·89 (0·28–2·79)        

 Lightbody  2002             8/171             10/177           0·83 (0·33–2·05)        

 Dav ison 2005              14/159             17/154           0·80 (0·41–1·56)        

Subtotal (95% CI) 562                563     0·84 (0·61–1·16)

Total ev ents: 59 (Intervention), 69 (Control)
Test for heterogeneity: χ² = 0·04, df = 3 (P = 1·00), I² = 0%
Test for overall effect: Z = 1·06 (P = 0·29)

Group education and counse lling
 Beck 1997                 35/160             47/161           0·75 (0·51–1·09)        

Subtotal (95% CI) 160                161     0·75 (0·51–1·09)

Total ev ents: 35 (Intervention), 47 (Control)
Test for heterogeneity: not applicable
Test for overall effect: Z = 1·49 (P = 0·14)

Total (95% CI) 10201              9846     0·94 (0·91–0·97)

Total ev ents: 3825 (Intervention), 3906 (Control)
Test for heterogeneity: χ² = 70·22, df = 40 (P = 0·002), I² = 43·0%
Test for overall effect: Z = 3·54 (P = 0·0004)
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Webfigure 3: Relative risk (RR) of hospital admission



Articles

07tl5344_webfig3

Editor name: FY

Sean

Study Interv ention  Control RR (f ixed) RR (f ixed)
n/N n/N 95% CI 95% CI

Study Interv ention  Control RR (f ixed) RR (f ixed)
n/N n/N 95% CI 95% CI

Study Interv ention  Control RR (f ixed) RR (f ixed)
n/N n/N 95% CI 95% CI

Study Interv ention  Control RR (f ixed) RR (f ixed)
n/N n/N 95% CI 95% CI

Geriatric assessment general elderly people
 Tulloch 1979              34/145             26/150           1·35 (0·86–2·14)        

 Sorensen 1988            421/725            482/777           0·94 (0·86–1·02)        

 Hendriksen 1984          138/285            148/287           0·94 (0·80–1·11)        

 Carpenter 1990           144/272             98/267           1·44 (1·19–1·75)        

 Fabacher 1994             22/131             23/123           0·90 (0·53–1·53)        

 Stuck 1995                99/215             93/199           0·99 (0·80–1·21)        

 van Rossum 1993          121/292            133/288           0·90 (0·75–1·08)        

 Jitapunkl 1998            16/80              18/80            0·89 (0·49–1·62)        

 By les 2004               387/942            279/627           0·92 (0·82–1·04)        

Subtotal (95% CI) 3087               2798     0·98 (0·92–1·03)

Total ev ents: 1382 (Intervention), 1300 (Control)
Test for heterogeneity: χ² = 20·72, df = 8 (P = 0·008), I² = 61·4%
Test for overall effect: Z = 0·85 (P = 0·40)

Geriatric assessment f rail elderly people
 Zimmer 1985               24/82              25/76            0·89 (0·56–1·42)        

 Williams 1987             19/58              18/59            1·07 (0·63–1·83)        

 Epstein 1990              46/185             54/205           0·94 (0·67–1·33)        

 Hebert 2001                4/250              6/253            0·67 (0·19–2·36)        

 Sommers 2000             191/280            198/263           0·91 (0·82–1·01)        

 Engelhardt 1996           31/80              42/80            0·74 (0·52–1·04)        

 Bernabei 1998             36/99              51/100           0·71 (0·52–0·99)        

 Coleman 1999              35/96              25/73            1·06 (0·70–1·61)        

 Lev eille 1998             13/101             22/100           0·59 (0·31–1·10)        

 Gill 2002                 21/94              34/94            0·62 (0·39–0·98)        

 Newcomer 2004            334/1537           357/1542          0·94 (0·82–1·07)        

 Stewart 2005              39/160             30/161           1·31 (0·86–2·00)        

Subtotal (95% CI) 3022               3006     0·90 (0·84–0·98)

Total ev ents: 793 (Intervention), 862 (Control)
Test for heterogeneity: χ² = 12·36, df = 11 (P = 0·34), I² = 11·0%
Test for overall effect: Z = 2·60 (P = 0·009)

Community -based care af ter hospital discharge
 Ford 1971                 95/150             76/150           1·25 (1·02–1·53)        

 Townsend 1988            176/464            173/439           0·96 (0·82–1·13)        

 Hansen 1992              100/199            103/205           1·00 (0·82–1·21)        

 Melin 1992                51/150             32/99            1·05 (0·73–1·51)        

 Martin 1994               14/29              16/25            0·75 (0·47–1·22)        

 Burns 2000                44/60              49/68            1·02 (0·82–1·26)        

 Dunn 1994                 40/102             43/102           0·93 (0·67–1·30)        

 Hansen 1995               42/96              62/97            0·68 (0·52–0·90)        

 Nay lor 1999               36/177             69/186           0·55 (0·39–0·78)        

 Trentini 2001             34/79              29/73            1·08 (0·74–1·58)        

 Tinetti 1999              15/148             18/156           0·88 (0·46–1·68)        

 Hughes 2000              600/981            624/985           0·97 (0·90–1·03)        

 Nikolaus 1999             43/181             43/179           0·99 (0·68–1·43)        

 Caplan 2004              164/369            201/369           0·82 (0·70–0·95)        

 Cunlif f e 2004            102/185             90/185           1·13 (0·93–1·38)        

Subtotal (95% CI) 3370               3318     0·95 (0·90–0·99)

Total ev ents: 1556 (Intervention), 1628 (Control)
Test for heterogeneity: χ² = 32·53, df = 14 (P = 0·003), I² = 57·0%
Test for overall effect: Z = 2·26 (P = 0·02)

Fall prevention
 Tinetti 1994              32/153             36/148           0·86 (0·57–1·31)        

 Hogan 2001                 5/79               6/84            0·89 (0·28–2·79)        

 Lightbody  2002             8/171             10/177           0·83 (0·33–2·05)        

 Dav ison 2005              14/159             17/154           0·80 (0·41–1·56)        

Subtotal (95% CI) 562                563     0·84 (0·61–1·16)

Total ev ents: 59 (Intervention), 69 (Control)
Test for heterogeneity: χ² = 0·04, df = 3 (P = 1·00), I² = 0%
Test for overall effect: Z = 1·06 (P = 0·29)

Group education and counse lling
 Beck 1997                 35/160             47/161           0·75 (0·51–1·09)        

Subtotal (95% CI) 160                161     0·75 (0·51–1·09)

Total ev ents: 35 (Intervention), 47 (Control)
Test for heterogeneity: not applicable
Test for overall effect: Z = 1·49 (P = 0·14)

Total (95% CI) 10201              9846     0·94 (0·91–0·97)

Total ev ents: 3825 (Intervention), 3906 (Control)
Test for heterogeneity: χ² = 70·22, df = 40 (P = 0·002), I² = 43·0%
Test for overall effect: Z = 3·54 (P = 0·0004)

0·1 0·2 0·5 1 2 5 10

Fav ours interv ention Fav ours control

0·1 0·2 0·5 1 2 5 10

Fav ours interv ention Fav ours control

0·1 0·2 0·5 1 2 5 10

Fav ours interv ention Fav ours control

0·1 0·2 0·5 1 2 5 10

Fav ours interv ention Fav ours control

www.thelancet.com   Published online March 1, 2008   Webfigure 3 2


